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TO THE 

ASSISTANT VICE CHANCELLOR. 



Sib — In addressing to you personally the following letter, I pre- 
*«time, I shall not transgress against any rule of propriety. As an 
eminent jurist^ you command my esteem and respect. You occupy 
a high and responsible station in the judiciary of our State; and 
you have already distinguished yourself for your legal attainments 
and knowledge of jurisprudence. May you long enjoy the satis- 
faction of heing instrumental in dispensing justice and exerting a 
salutary influence to disenthrall our judicial proceedings from the 
confused errors of ancient precedents and venerated decisions of the 
dark ages. 

I thank you for the pamphlet, you did me the honor to send me ; 
containing the " Opinion '* deltvercd by you, in the Chancery case 
of Philip Eniskem and others^ vs. Philip Witting, the Evangeliail 
LutheroJt Church of St, John's at Durlach and St. Peter^s at Neut 
Rhineheck in Sharon ; a?id others. Although it is a long and very 
elaborate opinion, I have perused it with great care and much at-* 
lention. 1 am induced to examine your arguments and positions^ 
by way of review\ Refutation is not so much mj object, as the pur- 
suit of truth and justice. Truth and justice must always harmoa- 
ize and can never be at variance- 

The points decided by you, are stated^ — '* CharitaU^ vsa.forrelt* 
gious tenets ; the Augsburg Confessi^on of Faith as the creed of tlU 
Lutheran Church ; and the departures therefrom in the J)edaration tf 
Faith of the F ranch tan St/mnlJ* 



I shall pass over your first division, which contains the history of 
the Churches in question ; and also the second, stating the ** prin- 
ciples which govern courts of equity " in cases of charitable uses. 
On the latter point, I would merely remark, that I disagree materi- 
ally with your Honor, in regard to some important points which you 
take ; but I am relieved from entering upon the discussion of them, 
as your errors have been corrected by the highest judicial tribunal 
of our State, in the case of the German Reformed Church in For- 
syth Street in the city of New York, entitled Miller arid others vs., 
Gable and others. That decision meets my entire approbation, and 
I regard it as worthy the learned judges and an evidence of the 
progress of legal science in this enlightened age. 

My remarks shall be confined, at present, to your third and fourth 
divisions, having referrence to that venerated instrument the -4z^g5- 
hurg Confession and the alleged departures therefrom in the Deda- 
tion of Faith of the Evangelic Lutherans of the Franckean Synod. 
It is for this reason that I address you, and I state it here, that my 
object may be distinctly known. It is in theology and in the de- 
fence of the doctrines and principles of the Franckean Evangelic 
Lutheran Synod ; and not on points of jurisprudence, that has 
drawn me into this discussion. However unenviable my situation, 
my sense of duty will not permit me to decline the task. 

Before I enter upon the review of your Honor's opinion, I must 
submit a few preliminary observations, which I cannot omit in jus- 
tice to my ministerial brethren and our associated Evangelic 
Churches, as well as to myself. The impropriety of the course, to 
which I allude, I think your Honor upon mature reflection will ac- 
knowledge. Whatever you may think of us, or however you may 
feel toward us, on account of the high and holy principles we main- 
tain ; we are notwithstanding Evangelic Lutherans — our Churches 
are Evangelic Lutheran Churches^ and' our ministers Evangelic Lu- 
theran Ministers, But when your Honor, speaks of us, in your very 
learned and elaborate opinion, you have undertaken to denominate 
us by a name of your own invention ; and call us " Franckeans," 
— " Franckean Lutherans" — ** Franckean Ministers ; " — and our 
Declaration the ** Franckean Declaration.'* 

We have been sorely persecuted ever since our organization ; and 
X am much grieved to have such high judicial authority, voluntarily 
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enter the list of our opponents ; and stigmatize us wiifi what may be 
deemed opprobious epithets. I appeal to your Honor's sense of jus- 
tice, is it right ? The name Lufh€ra?i, as you state yourself, was 
originally applied as a term of reproach ; why then should you fol- 
low the example ? If we have not numbers on our side, we believe 
we have the truth, and the God of heaven to approve us* What 
Ihen if we do believe the Bible, and not the Augsburg Confession, 
are we not on this account LiUheramf And because we maintain 
the fundamental principle of Lutheranism, the Bible our only stand- 
ard ; are we therefore Franckeans f Franckean Lutherans I Franck- 
ean Ministers I We should at least be treated with respect, since 
our hearts have been so deeply afflictf d by unrelentless and un- 
righteous persecution. 

Let me make another observation. In attempting to establish 
the faith and doctrines of those who were the founders in 1789, 
3'our Honor speaks of them as the " donors of this property,'* that 
is, of the land and temporalities in question* But it should be re- 
membered, that whatever may have been the faith and doctrines of 
those who conveyed the land in question, they were not donors, but 
raTilors. This is evident from your own statement. In 1789, as 
youi Honor says, the Society was designated by the name of ** The 
ij,utheram Congregation of Cohhskill and New Durlach" and on the 
iBth of March of said year, one hundred and fifty acres of land at 
' Kew Durlach, were *' conveyed in fee," to three Trustees of the 
Church, and expressed in the deed, **/or the mmmon icse aiui btiwfit 
of the said Lutheran Congregation for ever, ^^ The land was convey- 
ed and granted for a valuable consideration and on no other restric- 
tion than that just mentioned. 

Now, what is a donor ? Webster says, a donor is, ** a giver 
besiower, benefactor/' But when a person recieves a valuable con- 
sideration for property, he certainly is no donor. The religious 
faith of the grantors, could not control the property forever thereaf- 
ter, especially since the trust was in general terms, ** for !he com- 
mon use and benefit of I he said Lutheran Congregation forever*" 
It does not express, that it is for the use of inculcating and teaching 
the doctrines of the Augsburg Confession or of any other creed. 

The Church or Congregation, whenever it was formed and as it 
existed in 1789, was an independent Lutheran Church. It is not 



wccessary in owler to found or organize a Lutheran Church, to ob* 
tain the consent and approbation of a higher eclesiastical judicatO' 
ry ; or that it should be in connection with, or in subjection to any 
ecclesiastical tribunal. At the organization of said church, there 
was no Synod existing m this State, and not until 1796, when the 
New York Ministerium was formed. But these Lutheran Churches 
remained independent of said Ministerium long after it was form- 
ed ; and they united with it, and again withdrew from it, before 
the New York Ministerium connected itself with the general Synod^ 
Consequently, these Lutheran Churches were independent and owed 
subjection to no Synod ; except when they should voluntarily form 
a connection by a vote of the majority of the members ; and which 
connection they might at any time dissolve by a like vote. These 
churches, in their separate and independent capacity would be Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Churches, to all intents and purposes. The land 
and property, therefore, belongs to the churches and not to the 
Augsburg Confession ; or any other creed, even should the grantors 
believe its doctrines. 

One more observation. Your Honor also states the fact, that in 
1837, when the Franckean Synod was formed ; and when the 
Evangelic Lutheran Churches in question dissolved their connec- 
tion with the Hartwick Synod, and thus with the General Synod ; 
Mr. Wieting acted with " a majority of the Congregation in both 
churches, and also with a majority of the vestry and Trustees of 
each church.*' This is an important fact in my opinion. The dis- 
solution in the one case and connection in the other was effected 
by a vote of the majority and it did not in the least affect their exis- 
tence and character as Evangelic Lutheran Churches, than it did 
in 1789, when independent of any ecclesiastical body. 

The above is in accordance with a decision of Vice Chancellor 
Gridley, of the fifth circuit, in the case of Jessup vs. The Trustees of 
the first Presbyterian Congregation, Florida, and others ; made in 
1840. The Church was organized in 1741, independent of any 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and land was conveyed to it, in the same 
year, ** for the only proper use and privilege of a Presbyterian 
Meeting-House for ever." It was held, that it was not necessary 
for the church to be in connection with either the old or new School 
Pjresbperian General Assembly, to maintain its Presbyterian charac- 
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ler and existence. And as '* a majority of the Congregation and 
church in Florida and of the session and all the Trustees adhere 
10 the New School General Assembly," it is not a misapplicatimi or 
perversion of the trust property, to apply it to the support o-f a pas' 
tor of the New School Presbyterians, regularly elected by a major- 
ity of the congregation. 

His Honor, Vice Chancellor Gridley says: "The Trustees as 
mch^ have had no agency (other than that of any other mem hers 
of the Congregation) in laUing and sell ling the present incumbent|. 
nor in fixing the amount of his salary, but are in their capacity of 
trustees bound to discharge the pecuniary obligations of the congre- 
gation to their minister, by appropriating the funds of the society to 
the payment of his Salary. The defendants are the agents of said 
congregation in carrying out this contract on their part» by furnish- 
ing the house to preach in and by papng the minister his salary." 

In the calling and settling a minister or pastor of a church or reli- 
gious society » there is no statute provision, and there ought to he 
none j but the choice and election of the pastor is left to the church 
or communicants o^i/y; and when there is no other rule adopted^ 
it is decided by a majority of the regular electors. The trustees 
have no vote on the elertion of the pastor^ or of fixing his salary, 
but as members of the Church or Congregation. But the statute 
declares, that the salary of the minister or pastor, "shall be ascer- 
tained by a majorit^^ of persons entitled to elect trustees, at a meet- 
ing to be caited for the purpose.*' And when the minister or pas* 
tor is thus elected and the salary fixed and ascertained by a major- 
ity of the members and electors ; the trustees aj* agents of the con- 
gregation are bound to pay the salary out of the funds and reve* 
nues, and carry out the provisions of the contract on the part of the 
church or society. The statute is express un this point, that "such 
salaries, when fixed, sJiall be ratified by the said trusUe^, or a major* 
of thcnty by an instrument in writing under their common seal,'* 
etc. The trustees as such, hnve no veto upon the voice of the ma- 
jority of the members and electors of the church; and refuse to 
furnish the House to the pastor to preach in or pay his salary, or 
permit him to occupy the property of the church ; although such has 
been ihe derision of his Honor the Chancellor, in opposition to the* 
express provisions of the statute. 



THE AUGSBURG CONFESSION. 

The Augsburg Confession comprises your third division, and can- 
Btitutes one of the ** points in issue between the parties." Having 
finished my preliminary remarks, this part of your opinion will more 
particularly commence my review, as to the correctness of your po- 
sitions. 

The Augsburg Confession was presented to the Diet of Augsburg 
on the 25th of June 1530, by the Protestant Princes and cities of 
Germany. It was adopted as the Confession of Faith of the " Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church," and constitutes one of the principal sjth- 
bolical books of that church. I admit, and the Defendants admit- 
ted in their answer, that this Confession was adopted as a system 
of the doctrines and faith of the church ; and therefore, it was 
wholly unnecessary for your Honor, to cite from such eminent his- 
torians and divines, as Seckendorf, Mosheim, Walchias, Milner, 
Guerike and Lochman, to establish what was an admitted historical 
fact. 

The Augsburg Confession is a document consisting of 28 arti- 
cles, and is the creed and confession of ** The Evangelical Luther- 
an Church," because it has been adopted verbatim et literatim in aH 
its articles. The force and validity of each of its articles is the 
same, as every article in the Constitution of the United States ; and 
by excluding one article, or one dazcse ; or rejecting one doctrine 
of the Confession, it is no more the same instrument, nor the Con- 
fession of the Evangelical Lutheran Church. It may be an ameTidei 
or altered Confession. 

The following are the symbolical books of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, as enumerated by Dr. B. Kurtz, {Why are you a 
Lutheran! p. 14.) viz. 1. Apostles Creed; 2. Nicene creed; 3. 
Athanasian Confession ; 4. The Augsburg Confession ; 5. Defence 
of the Augsburg Confession ; 6. Smalkald Articles ; 7. Luther's 
smaller, and 8. Larger Catechism ; 9. Form of Concord. These 
formularies and symbolical books were formally adopted by the 
Church in 1580, being fifty years after the Diet in the city of Augsr 
burg. They are all of equal authority, as designed to express the 
sense and meaning of the Holy Scriptures. 

Prof. F. Schmidt, Editor of the German paper, entitled " Luther'- 
ische Kirchenzeitungy'' (Vol. 6. No. 5, 1844) enumerates the same 
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books, as the symbolical books of ihc Lutheran Church. This 
Church still retains the Atha/iasian creeds which has been rejected 
by the ** Protestant Episcopal church in the United States." 

A writer over the signature of " Hutterus/' in ikG Liithera?i Stand' 
ard, (VoL h No. 18. Feb. 15, 1843,) in an article entitled ^' Notes 
on ihe Augsburg Confession," ^vrites as follows : 

"The Confession (Augsbuig) was written in German and Latin. 
Both copies are of equal symbolical authority. Verbal but no doc- 
trinal differences occur, and a correct translation should present the 
entire contents of both" — " The condemnatory clauses arc integral 
parts of the document, essential to a complete view of the doctrinal 
system of the Protestants ; and they embody various important 
truths which occur in no other connection. It does not seem to be 
consistent with truth and justice to mutilate this venerable confes- 
sion, arbitrarily omit important sections, and nevertheless represent 
the fragments which remain, * The Augsburg Confession.' '* — 
Speaking of all the symbolical books, as above enumerated » the 
writer says : ** The whole collection is known by the name of the 
* symbolkul books of the Evmigelical Luihtran Churc^i,^ These doc- 
uments possess equal authority with the Aug:sbuTg Confession, and 
it is an error to suppose that the latter presents the efitire creed, or 
all the articles of faith which the Lutheran Church has officially re- 
cognized as scriptural and true." 

It is not denied, therefore, that all the above formularies contain 
** the esserjtial or cardmal doctrines and tenets of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church." 

I now come to consider the departures from the tenets or doctrines 
of the AvgshiTg Coitfession^ as alleged in the hill, and decided by 
c»ur Honor to be a perversion of the trust property by the Defend- 
' ants. 

On this point your Honor, says: (p. 15,) *' They (defendants) deny 
that all departures from the Augsburg Confession, were ever deemed 
heretical or a departure from the true faith or system of doctrines/' 
of Evangelical Lutherans, *' either in Eiirope or America. They 
allege that many of the Lutheran Churches in America, have nev- 
er formally adopted it, or received it as containing their fundumen- 
lal principli^a of faith, nor required any assent to it in all iu parts 
«nd doctritics/' 
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IVt addition to your Honor's Statement, not knowing that it cor-^ 
Hesponds precisely with the wording of the answer ; I make the 
assertion, that all doctrinal departures from the symbolical books^ 
or even the Augsburg Confession, are not considered departures 
from the true and essential faith of Lutherans either in Europe o» 
America. This I now proceed to prove. 

I will first adnrert to the "Evangelical Lutheran Church in the 
United States." That there is such a body appears from ecclesias- 
tical proceedings, books and other official writings. Dr. S. S- 
Schmucker, whose work entitled^ " Elements of Popular Theolo- 
gy,*' you have cited in your ^^ Opinion ;^^ says in the preface, that 
he published it, **at the request of the General Synod of the Lu- 
theran Church in the United States." Another work, of high re- 
commendations was published in 1843 ,by Dr. B. Kurtz, entitled, 
"Why are you a Lutheran?" which contains "Dissertations, ex- 
planatory of the doctrines, discipline &c. of the Evangelical Luther-' 
an Church in the United States.^^ The Church here spoken of, has 
never adopted the symbolical books which have been enumerated ; 
nor officially recognized the Augsburg Confession as scriptural and 
true. 

Dr. Schmucker, speaking of the Augsburg Confession, (Popular 
Theol. 1834* p. 41.) says : " The Lutheran Church in the United* 
States, has always regarded the Augsburg Confession as the author- 
ized summary of her doctrines, but has not required any oath of 
obligation to alt its contents. The General Synod of the Lutheran 
Church has adopted only 21 doctrinal articles^ omitting even the 
condemnatory clauses of these, and also the entire catalogue of abu- 
ses corrected. No minister, however, considers himself bound to 
believe every sentiment contained in these twenty-one articles, but 
only the fundamental doctrines." 

Your Honor will' perceive a marked difference between the 
" Evangelical Lutheran Church," and The Evangelical Lutheran 
Church in the United' States. The latter regards the Augsburg 
Confession as her authorised summary of doctrine, as contained 
only in the twenty-one doctrinal articles and rejecting even the con- 
demnatory clauses of the same. A minister is only obligated lo be- 
lieve the fu7id'a?ncntvl doctrines ! A mutilated confession, excluding. 
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'** integral parts/' as well as whole articles, oannot possibly kave ihe 
'*• fragments** as /he Augsburg Confession. 

There is but one Gemral Sy?w(i, as a bond of union known 
among Lutherans in this or any other country; and that is the 
*^ General Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in the Uni- 
led States," When the General Syrtocl is spoken of, it has refer- 
ence to the Lutheran Church which is under its government and 
jurisdiction. The General Synod was organised in October 18SiO, 
and this must be considered the time of the organization of the 
'**Evftngelical Lutheran Church in the United States/* All eccle- 
siastical bodies in this country, which are separate from others of 
ihe same denominaliouj have their distinct and independent organ- 
izations. For instance *'Tho Methodist Episcopal Church in the 
United States," was duly organized in tlie city of Bahimore in 1784. 
"The Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States'* was or- 
gan iued at Philadelphia in 1785. The **Presbyterian Church in 
the United States** was organized in 1788» and the first General 
Assembly met in Philadelphia in 1789. The **Methodist Protest- 
ant Church'* was formed in Baltimore in 1830, And this is the 
case of other religious bodies, and they are not under the jurisdic- 
tion of similar organizations of this or any other country. 

The General Synod adopted a ^'Formula for the government 
and discipline*' of the Church, and Chap. VIII contains the *'Con- 
stitution of Synods,'* The 18th and 19th Chapters require the can- 
didates for licensure and ordination to subscribe to the following 
questions, viz : 

** 1. Do you believe the Scriptures of the Old and New Testament 
to be the word of God; and the only infallible rule of faith and 
practice I 2. Do yott believe that the fundamental doctrines of 
the word of God are taught in a manner substantialiy mrrect m 
the doctrinal articles of the Augsburg Confession ?'* 

Your Honor refers to the above questions in your "opinion.* 
Now permit me to ask your Honor, what does the General Synod 
mean, %vhen they require a person to profess his belief that an^ 
doctrine is taught **iVi a man?ier sithstmitialhj corrects* Do they 
mean to be understood, that the fundamental doctrines of the word 
of God, are taught in the Augsburg Confession 1 If so, why not 
•openly declare and avow it ? But the plain meaning and intent itz 
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the General Synod of the Church do not believe the Augsburg 
Confession. The General Synod, believe that the fuTidameTaal doc- 
trines are taught "m a manner;^* in some way — according to their 
own construction ; correct in *• substance ;" but not in the letter 
and toord of that venerated instrument. This is all I ask ; and this 
is all that the defendants and the Franckean Evangelic Lutheran 
Synod have done. 

My opinion in regard to the phrase, ** in a manner substantially 
correct," is fully expressed in an article in the " Lutheran Obser- 
ver," March 28, 1845, over the signature of " Pennsylvanicus," 
where he says : 

" The writer is not opposed to a Confession of Faith in general, 
nor to the Augsburg Confession in particular; whenever it can be 
adopted literally and in all its length and breadth^ ex animo. But 
he does object to this ' substantially correct^ adoption. It amounts 
to nothing, unless it lays a snare for the conscience of the simple 
hearted and honest man, or opens a wide door for the free ingress 
and egress of the dishonest and heterodox, and prepares the way 
for all sorts of difficulties and dissentions in the church. If one 
man may reject the article upon the Lord's Supper from his creed, 
and another that upon Baptism, a third may do the same in regard 
to original sin, and so we may proceed until not a single article of 
the poor confession is left standing." The whole of this para- 
graph is true, and that is more than can be said of the Augsburg 
Confession. The writer of the above article, was a member of a 
committee appointed by the General Synod, to prepare a liturgy 
for the use of the Church. 

Prof. W. M. Reynolds, late of Pennsylvania College, at Gettys- 
burg, and now President of Wittemberg College, in Ohio, con- 
firms my statement. Speaking of the position of the American 
Lutheran Church at the formation of the General Synod (Luth. 
Obs. July 12, 1844,) he says : " We might verify this in every part 
of the American Church organization, but for the present, we con- 
fine ourselves to her action in regard to the symbolical books. These 
she neither rejected^ rurr received as an absolute rule of faith. — 
Hence we find in the Constitution of the General Synod no action 
whatever in regard to them. The Pennsylvania Synod particular- 
ly, never required subscription or assent to the symbolical books, 



HOT was the least disposition manifested by it to change its ground, 
when in 1841, it revised its Ministerial Ordiwjig* But what is si ill 
more remarkable and significant in this matter is, that in the litur- 
gy drawn up by a joint committee of the Peiinsylvaniaj New York 
and Ohio Synods, and adopted by those bodies as also by the Syn- 
ods of East and West Pennsylvania, and recommended by the Gens' 
ral Syjucni to all the Synods in its connection, there is no refer eftce 
either in the formula for licensure or in that f&r ordhiation to amj oh- 
ligation of the Ministry to teach according to the symbolical books, — 
Has the American church then ceased to be Lutheran because she 
does not subscribe to the Augsburg Confession and other symbol- 
ical books? God forbid ! for then would she have denied the truth 
that Luther revived and confessed, viz; the Biblcy as the only in- 
fallible exposition of God^s will/* Again, he says i — ** We do not 
subscribe to it^ (Augs. Conf,) because we do not believe that it is 
infallible ; on the contrary, we think the ideas conveyed in some of 
its articles, mmnthoriztd by God^s word. With the spirit, with the 
great mass of truth conveyed in the Augsburg Confession, etc., we 
agree ; but we difJer from its letter in several passages," 

Another distinguished Professor iu a Theological Seminary, and 
attached to the General Synod, in a letter to a Lutheran Minister 
in tliis state, under date of January 6, 1843, says: "Suffer the 
Aug&btirg Confession and the General Synod to have a little more 
rest. There is no minister connected with the General Synod or 
its Seminary (at Gettysburg) who ia pledged implicitly to that or 
any other cmifesnon. We profess only to believe that the Augsburg 
Confession contains the fundamental doctrines of the Scriptures 
and teaches them, not in all respects as we do> but in * a manner 
substantially correct.* Surely this is liberty enough, for any man 
who ought to call himself a Lutheran." 

i will add only one more testimony on this point. It is that of 
the late and lamented Dr* CiTKtsTiAN Endress. He was one of 
the Delegates in the Pennsylvania Synod to the convention in 1820i 
and assisted in drawing up the Constitution of the General Synod. 
In the discussions concerning that constitution and the symbols of 
ihe church, which took place immediately after the convention, he 
addressed a letter to the Rev. J. P, Schindel, Sen., dated Lancaster, 
July 25tht 1821, from which I make the following extracts: 
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"The protestants had been calumniated before the emperor and 
(princes. In opposition to these calumnies, Melancthon, with the 
•consent of Luther, penned the so-called Augsburg Confession^ and 
then subscribed by the protestant princes, &:c. Observe well — 
the princes &c. favorable to Luther's doctrine signed it. Not the 
Ministers — they treated the whole affair as not really a church mat- 
ter. It was presented to the emperor and princes at the Diet on 
the 25th of June, 1530, as an apology and confession to oppose the 
calumnies which were raised against them. This apology, however 
^as now become a symbol or confession of faith in the church, al- 
though our fathers had by no means designed it as such. 

** When you ask me : * Whereby are we distinguished from the 
Roman Church V I do not understand you as asking from me, a 
full exhibition of the distinguishing points, — you put the question 
only in regard to our confession. And it seems to me, I can an- 
swer the interrogatory, very clearly, by another question : Before 
the Augsburg confession was presented to the princes of the em- 
pire, were not the Reformers and their adherents, yet distinguished 
from the Roman Catholics ? Congregations had already been es- 
tablished thirteen years before ; for six years previous to this time, 
the whole of Saxony, separated itself from the Romanists, — and 
for some years Brandenburg, Prussia, Moravia, Sweden and Den- 
mark had been reformed ! 

" What was then their confession of faith ? By what were they 
then distinguished ? Dear brother, they distinguished themselves by 
peremptorily y absolutdy refusing to receive or acknowledge, as con- 
fession of faith the writings and dictates of man. They would not 
suffer the opinion of the Fathers to be forced upon them — nor yet 
those of the pope or counciL No ! The Bible ! the Bible ! This 
book alone should be and should remain the foundation of their faith. 
This showed difference enough between them and the Roman 
•Catholics." 

If it is prima fade evidence, that the adoption of the sjrmbolical 
books, by ** the Evangelical Lutheran Church," in 1580, was the 
faith and doctrines of all Lutherans and Lutheran churches or Lu- 
theran Synods ; why was it necessary for particular Synods or in- 
dividual churches, formally to adopt said formularies or some one 
of them ^ This is not the case in the different conferences of tJie 
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Methodist Episcopal Church ; or difTerent Synods of the PrcsBytc 
riaii Church i or the Conventions of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church. The adoption of a creed by the highest judicatory, is of 
authority ihroug^h all the lower bodies and cjiurches. This factv 
ihen proves most clearly, that these books, or the Augsburg Con- 
fession or any part of it, must be expressly adopted to make it 
binding and of authority* Evangelic Lutherans will **7w?^ suffer 
the opimans of the fathers to be forced 7ipon (hem ;^* for this distin- 
guishes them from Romanism, Churchismand Puseyism. For this 
reason, the Ohio, the Tennesse, the Indiana Synods and some oth- 
ers, have formally adopted all the symbolical books, and expressly 
ihe twenty*eight articles of the Augsburg Confession. None of 
these Synods belong to " The Ev. Lutheran Church in the United 
states/^ and as a general thing do not acknowledge said church as 
Lutheran. 

Now, while 1 concede, as did the defendants, that the Augsburg 
Confession of faith, and alt the symbolical booksj contain the faith, 
and doctrines of ** The Evangelical Lutheran Church,^* in wordi 
letter and substance j we do also affirm that neither are theie 
books, nor even is the Augsburg Confession, received as the creed 
or confession of faith of all Lutherans; nor officially recognized by 
all Lutheran churches or synods; nor by the General Synod of the 
Lutheran church. This must be evident to your Honor, from what 
I have advanced and that upon imquestionable authority* 

When only twenty-one articles out of twenly-eigrht, of a certain 
instrument, excluding certain essential clauses of those articles, 
are received, it certainly cannot be the instrument which is adopted ; 
unless a part of a thing is actually the whole* And when those 
articles of said instrument, are not received liteialhj and according 
io the plam import of the language, but as teaching doctrines **i/f 
a manner suhUaiiiially wrrtct^^ it is equivalent to asserting, that we 
^believe said articles, according to our own views and constructions^ 
1 of them. 

I proceed to examine one more point in connection with this sub- 
ject. On page 16, your Honor says: *' The Jirsl great issue in i\\e 
case is thus presented ; was the property of these corporations heldJ 
upon the trusts alleged by the complainants t" "In the case be- 
fore me we set out with one advantage — wc know that the churck^ 
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es were founded and established as Evangelical Lutheran ChlircJies,^ 
(p. 17). Again, — "I find that these churches were founded asf 
Evangelical Lutheran Churches^ by the descendants of Lutherans 
who fled from Germany to avoid religious persecution." (p. 37.) 

That these churches were established as Evangelical Lutheran 
churches is undeniable. There is no dispute on this point. We 
agree in the facts, as stated by your Honor, (p. 14.) that "in 1789, 
the society was designated by the name of the Lutheran Congrega^ 
iion of Cobleskill and New Durlach ; and it is conceded that the 
church was then organized as an Evangelical Lutheran Church." 
Your Honor also says, (p* 16.) " They (the defendants) admit 
that the society or congregation from which these churches sprung 
was a Lutheran church." 

And because this fact is established and also conceded by the 
Defendants, your Honor draws the conclusion : " It is thus as- 
certained that the property in controversy was bestowed for the sup- 
port of the doctrines and tenets of the Evangelical Lutheran Church." 
This is altogether assumed and contrary to the very statement. — 
The property was granted and bestowed in 1789, to the Lutheran 
Congregation of Cobleskill and NewDurlach, and not to " The Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church." 

Neither is it ascertained, except by your Honor's assertion, that 
the property in question, was bestowed for the ** support of the 
doctrines and tenets of the Evangelical Lutheran Church;" but 
•* for the common use and benefit of said Lutheran Congregation 
forever." The limitation is in general terms, and not restricted to 
the " doctrines and tenets" of any church. It must be evident that 
an Evangelical Lutheran Church, organized in 1789, cannot by 
any construction be " The Ev. Lutheran Church." And for the 
same reason two Evangelical Lutheran Churches, cannot be oTie 
church, that is, " The Evangelical Lutheran Church." The fact 
is, that property granted and conveyed " for the common use and 
benefit," of a Lutheran Church or Congregation; and bestowed 
" for the support of the doctrines and tenets" of 'the Ev. Lutheran 
Church, are two very diflfeYent things. This your Honor ought to 
have known. The two Evangelical Lutheran Churches in question, 
are and always have been independent of the Evangelical Luther- 
an Church. And my prayer to God is, that they ever may remain 
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thus in dependent of ihe church, or of any other consolidated eccle- 
siastical hody. 

Your Honor must understand hy this time, that the venerated 
and '* iimE honored symhoV of the Reformation, the Aug^sLurg Con- 
fession, can not and never was intended to be forced upon Evan- 
gelic Lutherans of the 19th century ^ and that Lutherans were dis- 
tinguished and known long previous to the lime of presenting that 
instrument to the Diet of Augsburg. 

THE BIBLE THE LUTHERAN STANDARD. 

Another and more important subject presents itself for our con- 
sideration. In remarking upon the standards or symbolical books 
of the ^* Evangelical Lutheran Church ;'' your Honor says: "It is 
said by the defendants that the Bible is^ (and I will assume that 
ihey intended to say i\ always ivm,) the sole standard of the faith 
and practice of the Lutherans,'* (p, 19.) Again, *'The allegation 
of the defendants is, that the Bible is the only Lutheran standard, 
as it was of Luther himself. But this, as I have already said, is 
an evasion of the point. Martin Luther set forth in the Augsburg 
Confession, the great doctrines which the Bible, in his understand* 
ing of it taught and inculcated.*' (p. 31.) 

My proposition is, that the Bible only is the Lulkermi sta7idard* 
The omis prohaitdi will fall upon me, and I shall prove it most con- 
clusively* My authority is such as none will dispute, and which 
your Honor has called to his aid* 

The first authority to which I will refer, is the learned Dr. John 
Lorentz Mosheim, of whom yo^ have spoken, as ** a strenuous Lu- 
theran^ and in a great measure, the father of ecclesiastical history/* 
His very able work on ecclesiastical history, was written while 
chancellor of the University of Gottingen^ to which station he was 
appointed in 1747, and it was published in 1755, a short time he- 
fore his death ; and being 225 years after the Diet of Augsburg. 

This learned Lutheran writer and divine* speaking of ihe funda- 
mental principle and '* fountain head'* of the faith oT Evangelic 
Lutherans, says: **The great and leading principle of the Lnthcr- 
an church is, that the Holy Scriptures are'^lhc only source from 
whence we are to draw our religious sentiments, whether they re* 
late to faith or practice; and that these inspired writings arc, in 
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all matters that are. essential to salvation, so plain, and so easy to 
be thoroughly understood, that their signification may be learned,, 
without the aid of an expositor by every person of common sense 
who has a competent knowledge of the language in which they are 
composed. There are, indeed, certain formularies adopted by this 
church, which contain the 'principal points of its doctrines^ ranged 
for the sake of method and perspicuity in their natural order. But 
those books have no authority but what they derive from the scrip- 
tures of truth, whose sense and meaning they are designed to con- 
vey ; nor are Lutheran Doctors permitted to interpret or explain 
these books so as to draw from them any propositions that are in- 
consistent with the express declarations of God." (3 Mosheim Ecc. 
Hist, part 1, chap. 2 : sec. 2.) 

And although, as your Honor says, every denomination or sect of 
christians assert and maintain the same proposition, that the Bible 
is^^caVonly source of religious faith ; yet I contend that there is not 
one protestant denomination, in which this principle is so engraft- 
ed and embodied in its very existence and organic structure. I do 
assert that the Bible is and always was the sole standard of Evan- 
gelic Lutherans. It has been so ever since 1517. There never 
was a period since that time, when the Bible was not the Lutheran 
standard. It was so in 1530, and such was the case in 1580 ; and 
also in 1746 when prof. Mosheim lived and wrote. The Bible was 
the standard in 1789 when the Lutheran Congregation in question 
was established. It has lost none of its vitality or force — and it is 
and ever will remain the ** ground work" of the Lutheran faith 
and practice, notwithstanding the " human productions" mentioned 
by Dr. Mosheim in the same section. 

This grand and fundamental principle, reiterated by Dr. Mo- 
sheim, a "strenuous Lutheran," contains the following points, viz: 

1. That the Ho}y Scriptures are the only source whence Luther- 
ans draw their sentiments of faith and practice ; 2. That these in- 
spired writings are so plain and easy to be understood, in all things 
essential to salvation, by every man of common sense, without the 
aid of human productions or expositors ; 3. That there are certain 
formularies, called symbolical books adopted by the Lutheran 
Church, (in 1580) containing the principal points of doctrine ar- 
ranged in systematic order ; 4. That these books have no authority 



in any point ^ but what they derive from the Holy Scriptures whose 
ense and mjeaning lliey were dmgned ta mnmy; 5. Thai LutHer^ 
an doctors, theologians, teachers or professors ore not permitted 
or allowed to interpret or explain these symbolical books so as lo 
teach or convey any doctrine or proposition which is inconsistent 
with the express dcdaratiom of the loord of God; or which those 
scriptures do not expresshj declare. 

These five points are the very life and essence of Lutheranism. 
This great principle was nobly exhibited by Luther at the Diet of 
Worms in 1521, and it grew and strengthened with the growth 
and progress of the Reformation. The symbolical books, as *' hu- 
man productions" have always been considered and regarded as 
secondary and subsidiary ; and designed to convey the sense and 
meaning of the Holy Scriptures at the time when written and ac- 
cording to the understanding of the authors. 

Dr. Lochmau^s ** History of the Evangelical Lutheran Church,*' 
fmblished in 1S18, (p. 82) con tarns the very passage as cited by me 
from Dr. Mosheim. 

The very same passage is placed first in the ** primitive feature*' 
of the Lutheran Church by Dr. Schmucker. He says : " Thejirst 
feature embraces the fundamental principle adopted hy the Church." 
Then follows the quotation from Dr. Mosheim, precisely as I have 
inserted it. He then adds: " This was the noble principle adopt* 
ed by the Lutheran Church, a principle which has the cordial as- 
sent of every Liitheran in the present day, (1840) and in regard to 
which our only regret is, that though it was adopted in th<?ory by all 
the protestant churches, not cm^ of them had yci light and grace 
and charity enough consistently to practice it/' {Portraiture of 
LutheraTiism^ p. 18, 19.) 

Truly, this is a glorious principle. It is the great principle 
which we as Evangelic Lutherans carry out, because we have 
** light and grace and charity corishtmdhj to practice it," I glory in 
this fimdam enl a I principle an d primit we feature of Lutheran ism . — 
It was in successful operation, long before the Augsburg Confes- 
sion was conceived of or brought lo light. And it is on this grand 
platform, wc differ and arc distinguished from many protestant? 
who profess the principle, but deny it in practice. It is a matter of 
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deep regret, that there are so many christians who are protestant 
in principle and Popish in practice. 

Now, your Honor must certainly understand, for it is not " a sub-- 
lime and incomprehensible mystery," which we require you to be- 
lieve ; but it is a plain truth ; that if the Bible is the paramount 
and authoritative standard, then human productions and formula- 
ries cannot be at the same time the ruling and controlling standard* 
If the Bible is the grand source whence to draw and derive our re- 
ligious opinions, then most assuredly we are not bound by the wri. 
tings of men or the mere standards of the church. You are un- 
doubtedly well acquainted with the just maxim of law, and I sup- 
pose of equity too, that " derived power cannot be superior to the 
authority from which it is derived." Who is it that cannot under-^" 
stand this ? If this principle prevailed in 1530, when the Reform- 
ers drew from the Bible their religious sentiments and doctrinesr, 
if it was in full force in 1755, when that ** strenuous Lutheran,'* 
Dr. Mosheim lived ; if this same principle was the " ground work," 
in 1818, when the devoted Lochman wrote ; and if this primitive 
feature was not obliterated or revoked in 1840, but on the contra- 
ry had " the cordial assent of every Lutheran ;" then it existed in 
1789, as well as in 1837, when the " Franckean Evangelic Luther- 
an Synod" was organized. The Declaration of Faith of that Synod 
was drawn from the "fountain head" and great source of truth and 
light. It is on this account that our Evangelic Lutheran Churches 
believe the Declaration, because it agrees with the Bible; and not 
because Luther, or the Fathers or the council of Nice or of Trent 
believe it. 

And that the doctrines of the "Declaration of Faith" do not 
agree with the Scriptures of truth, has not yet been proved, either 
by your Honor, or any doctor or professor of divinity. None yet 
have had the hardihood to attempt it. But allow me to assure your 
Honor, that the Declaration of Faith of the Franckean Synod, ia 
the ecclesiastical sense, is neither Unitarian nor Calvinistic nor 
Romish ; but that in its centre stands the great doctrine of justi- 
fication by faith only, clear as noonday; which Luther called the 
article of a standing or falling Church, and which no Unitarian 
professes nor a Roman Catholic or Puseyite believes. Such an ar- 
ticle would completely disjoint and overthrow a Socinian, or Uni- 
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larian or Romish creed. The Declaration of Pailh is a harmoni- 
ous instrument, for all its parts are true ; and it is unnecessary to 

[fnutiiate it and break it into frag mefits^ to cleanse and purify it from 

[lank Romanism and glaring absurdities- 
Luther never regarded the Reformation as complete, hut con- 
Btantly exhorted his friends to study the Bible, *'Had not/' says 
Dr. Schmucker, **his (Luthers) works^ but the Bible been regard- 
ed as the grand source of religious light, as the grand subject of 
continued study, and had the Augsburg Confession alone been re* 

I ceived as an auxiliary test ; the church would have enjoyed much 
more peace and the whole field of doctrine, except the few points 
determined in that confession, would have been open to free con- 

I tinued study and scrutiny in the light of God's word/* [Porttai' 

I ture of Lutheraiimn^ p, 39 »} 

My proposition is fully sustained by Dr, B, Kurtz, Editor of the Lu- 
theran Observer. In his work published in 1843, entitled *' Whij 
are ymt a Lutheran V* (pp* 13, 15) he says : " I remark, that I am 
a Lt!THER AN— because I most heartily approve of the great fmtda- 
vtental principle of Luthcraimm^ which is, that the inspired wri» 
tings, apart from all human tradition, are the only unerring source 

^of religious knowledge and the only infallible rule of christian 
faith and practice. The Lutheran church regard the Bible as so 
plain and easy to be understood in all that is essential to salvation, 
that its signification may be learned without the aid of an exposi- 
tor, by every person of common sense, who is able to read it. — 
Tbis glorious principle was boldly asserted, nobly contended for 
and triumphantly vindicated and established by Luther ; and sub- ' 
sequently adopted by all Lutheran churc/ws throughout Christendom, 
Should it be objected that like other denominations, Lutherans 
have in addition to the word of God, their symbolical books ; 1 
would remark that these books have no authority beyond what they 
derive from the scriptures of truth, whose sense and meaning they 
are designed to convey/* 

1 will trouble your Honor with bnt one more testimony. It is the 
testimony of the late pious, learned and devoted Christian En- 
DEESS. But few, if auy among the divitiesof tlie IDih century ob- 
tained a higher reputation than Dr. Endress, for liberal and en- 
lightened views of divine truth. He was an Evangelic Lutheran 
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jn the full sense of the word. Muhlenberg^ Lochman* and E*n' 
dress were our Trinity of strong and nnighty men for the Bibler- 
He has slept the last sleep in death ; he has triumphed in that last 
battle ; and now shines in immortal life and glory, while a blaze 
of glorious light is left behind him. Dr. Endress was a prominent 
member of the convention which formed the Constitution of the 
General Synod, in 1820. A few more quotations from the letter 
written by him in 1821, and already mentioned must suffice. — 
Speaking of the General S3mod and the authority of humtin creeds,- 
he says: 

" As we have hitherto received the Augsburg Confession- and Lu-- 
ther's Catechism and Melancthon's apology, so I have no objection^ 
that they should be kept in the same reverence and respect as our 
peculiar documents ; but not to overrule the Bible. Fos by thu^ 
shall the Lutheran church forever distinguish itself from^ all other 
religious connections^ that the Bible — the Bible solely shall remain 
the only sun in Christ Jesus, and that we rest upon human decla- 
rations of faith in so far as they receive their light , more or less 
from that great Light. 

** I may now be able to answer your question in a few words, as 
follows : By what are we distinguished from the Roman Catholic 
Church ? Answer. The great distinguishing point is : The Bible 
is our sole and only foundation of faith. The Catholics have usafifeSt 
customs, councils and popes. From this results all the rest. Had 
the Confession of Augsburg &c. been the distinguishing point, 
Luther and his followers would have remained Catholics until 1630. 

'^ Why do we call the Augsburg Confession a Confession, if it is 
none ? Answer. It was a confession of faith and is yet. Those 
however, who originally handed this instrument to the Diet, as 
suchy did not intend that it should be a confession of faith for all 
future christian generations ; — it was not drawn up for that pur- 
pose. Their object was merely to defend themselves against the 
slanders and accusations of their enemies, and Luther and Me- 
lancthon and the princes called it positively their apology. 

** What shall I answer on the question : What is the confession 
of faith of the Lutheran Church ? Answer. I will not dictate to 
you what you should say, but, if I should be asked, I would say^. 
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Jirat and prhmpally^ and sohhj ami alme ; the Hahj word of God, 
contained in the writings of the scriptures ariii apostles/' 

Dr. Eiitlress in speaking of the Formula Cfmmrdiae.^ which is the 
last of the Symbolical books of the Lutheran Church i sa^^s that it 
is ** a book that has done much harm and mischief in the Lutheran 
Church, It was in the last century, der zaidc apfel and a fire- 
brand in the Church.'* And concerning this Symbol, he solemnly 
declares, ** Iwmdd suffer hoik of ijiy hands to be Inirfit off before I 
umild su hscrihe th a t imt ni7ne7it , * ' 

I shall make no comments upon these extracts from Dr. En dress* 
They need none, for they are plain, lucid and conclusive in regard 
to the rule of faith for Evangelic Lutherans. For thirteen years pre- 
vious to the Diet of Augsburg, Lutherans had no other standard but 
the Bible ; and the Bible has continued to be the standard to this 
day. 

Here I shall raise the qiiestion, and an important one it is, which 
must be decided. Is the very element, the fundamental principle 
and organic structure of Lutheranism of any avail? Is it real, or 
is it ideal ? Is there any sense or meaning in the language used 
by the eminent and learned writers and diTines whom I ha?e ad- 
duced as testimony in regard to the Bible being the sole and para- 
mount Lutheran Standard ? Is it really to be understood according 
to the well known import of language, or is it with them, as your 
Honor said of my language, that it is a " mere flay of words V* — 
No, they speak the truth sincerely and lie not. Suppose other de- 
nominations and seels profess the same principle; and yet they de- 
termine their faith and practice by their reg;peclive Creeds, What 
have we to do with the professioJis of men. Suppose they profess 
Christianity and live Mahomedans ? Can the professions of other 
denominations destroy and annul the glorious principle established 
by Lutheran himself, and ** adopted hy all Luther oji Churdia through' 
ituZ ChristeiidamV' That is a visionary dogma* 

Again, it may be asked, who is to declare what the Bible teach* 
es as doctrines to be believed and preached ? Is the answer given, 
thai it is the Church. That is downright Komaniam — this is rank 
Churchism ; nay il is Puseyism. Lutherans, as protestants will 
never submit to such a doctrine. They claim the right to judge for 
ihemselves. The Bible, and the Bible only is the religion of Pro- 
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testants ; and by the Bible protestants must^be judged. And so 
your Honor, and all judicial tribunals, especially in this land of 
Christianity and religious liberty, should and ought in justice to 
decide. Protestants must be judged according to their professions^ 
and not according to their Romish practice. No property in a pro- 
testant country, should be allowed to be eMailed upon the religious 
opinions and doctrines of men, however pious and learned they 
may be. If this principle should prevail, how easily, how justly it 
would settle all difficulties, controversies and contention concerning 
temporalities among Christians. How few of such unpleasant and 
unprofitable litigations, as the present under consideration, would 
ever occupy the records of a Court of Equity. 

The conclusion is inevitable, that the Bible is the sole and pri- 
mary rule — the governing principle — the highest authority with Lu- 
therans in determining their faith and practice. And as it was 
adopted by all Lutheran Churches throughmU Christendom^ it is pW- 
mafade evidence that it was so recieved by the Lutheran Congre- 
gation of Cohleskill ^ New Durlach in 1789 — that it requires direct 
proof to establish the contrary ; — and it is also clear that "the faith, 
doctrines and tenets of the founders of these Churches" cannot be 
ascertained by ** the symbolical books of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church." (p. 19.) And i^^must follow from these premises, that 
whatever may have been the faith of the grantors, or even donors^ 
it was necessary in the grant and trust, expressly to restrict the 
property to the tbse and benefit of teaching the doctrines of the Augs- 
burg Confession of faith, and tor no other purpose, in order to take 
it from the doctrines of the Bible and transfer it to a venerated 
and time honored creed. 

THE DECLARATION OF FAITH. 

The fourth division of your Honor's " Opinion " is next in order. 
I give it the above title, because it is strictly an examination of the 
doctrines of the "Declaration of Faith" of the Evangelic Luther- 
ans of the Franckean S3mod. It is the "next great issue between 
the parties," on account of the " alleged perversion of the trusts 
in question by the defendants." The Complainants charge the de- 
fendants with having " abandoned and repudiated the Augsburg 
Confession of Faith in these Churches ; and organized with other 
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(Evangelic Luiheran) Churches, a new and independent Synod, 
I and adopted a new declaration of faith, at variance with the faith 
' of the Evangelical Lutheran Church.'* 

Now, the question is, wkat are the doctrines of the Declaration 
of Faith? According to your Honor's statement, the bill charges 
that the Bedaration of Faith differs from the Augsburg ConfeMiwn 
in these three essential particulars, viz : 
■ " 1. It doeft not maintain and declare the doctrine of the Trinity, 
or that the three persons constitutmg the Godhead, are equal in 
power and glory ; or even that there are three persons constituting 
the Deity. 2* It does not declare or admit the Divinity of Jesus 
Christ, or his equality with God the Father* 3. It does not teach 
or declare that man will be condemned to punishment in a future 
stale, because of original or inherited nm^ unless it be repented of; 

I or that it condemneth all who are not born again of water or of 
the Holy Ghosts* {p. 39,) 
Is the Declaration of faith at variance with the Augsburg Con- 
fession on these three points ? The first doctrine is the Trinity ^ 
and the better to determine this question, I shall present the arti- 

Icles from both instruments, as follows : 
Declakation of Faith.— ** of God and Ckeation/' 
(We believe) *^ That there is only one true and living God, and 
that in this one God^ there is a distinctioa of three, revealed in the 
Scriptures, as the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost; insepara- 

»\>\y connected w^ith one another, possessing the same essence, and 
equal and alike infinite and immutable, in all natural and moral 
perfections J the Almighty Maker of Heaven and Earth, and of all 

rihinga visible and invisible.** 
I AuGSBtTttG Confession » — ** of God." 

'*In the first place, we unanimously teach and hold, agreeably to 
the decree of the council of Nice, that there is on^y one divine 
Being, who is called, and truly is God ; but there are three persons 
in this only Divine Being, equally powerful, equally eternal; God 
the Father, God the Son and God the Holy Ghost; all three one 
divine Being, eternal, without parts, of unmeaaurable power, wis- 
dom and goodness ; the Creator and preserver of all things visible 
and invisible/' 
We have the Declaration and the Confuuon before us. Now 
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Wbet da the defendants say ? According to 3'our Honor's state- 
ment: ** The defendants by their answer, deny that the Franckean 
(Synod ?) declaration of Faith is essentially variant from the Augs- 
burg Confession, in respect of tlie doctrine of the Trinity, or that 
it is in anywise Unitarian. And they aver that it declares essen- 
tially the doctrine of the Trinity, as professed and believed by the 
whole denomination of Lutherans." 

The answer of the Defendants lam now prepared to sustain, 
and to prove satisfactorily and conclusively, that there is no essen- 
tial difference between the two articles in regard to the doctrine of 
the Trinity; that the Declaration declares and avows essentially 
the doctrine of the Trinity,, and that it is in nowise Unitarian in 
respect to this subject. 

When I affirm that the declaration teaches an4 inculcates essen- 
tially the doctrine of the Trinity, I mean that it declares it ahso' 
lutely and Scripturally and in its full extent. I despise the equiv- 
ocal and ambiguous subterfuge, in asserting that the Declaration 
teaches the doctrine of the Trinity "in a manner substantially cor- 
reet/^ but I mean that the Declaration contains the very essence,, 
spirit and existence of the doctrine. For this purpose I am to show 
that the Father is God, the Son is God and the Holy Ghost is God^ 
*' all three one divine Keing.** 

Let us enquire, how far do the Articles of the Declaration and 
Confession agree in that which is not essential ? They agree in the 
tide of the Articles, " of God.*^ They also agree, in that neither 
article uses the word Trinity^ Neither instrument determmes any 
thing about that term. Trinity literally means no more nor less 
than just three. In a work entitled ** Sketch of the Denominations 
of the Christian World,*' by John Evans L. L. D., published in 
this country from the 15th London edition, p. 66, he remarks : 
** The word Trinity is not found in the Bible, but is a scholastic 
term derived from the Latin word Trirdtas, and was (some say) in- 
troduced into the church during the second century. Calvin him- 
self reprobates the term, as being barbarozis, and of human inven- 
tion." Dr. Priestly saysr "The first appearance of the word 
Trinity is in the writings of Theophilus, bishop of Antioch, but it 
is not clear that by it he meant a Trinity consisting of the same 
persons that" it was afterwards made to consist 0/; and certainly nor 
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u Trimty of pertmis in the Godhead." Ii is evident that it wai in- 
troduced in the second century, for Theophilus, the Bishop of An* 
tioch^ nithougli a christrian convert, was born and educated a hea- 
then and died in 182. The word is used in no creed or confession 
until it appears in the Atlianasian confession ; and of whick con* 
fession Arch-bishop Tillotson, writinfi;^ to Dr. Bujnet» the historian , 
says: ** I wish we were well rid of it,'^ 

The next question to be settled is, in what points do the Deda* 
ration and the Canfessian plainly and explicitly disa^ee^ which are 
not essential? The Confession disag^rees from the Declaration in 
the phrase: ** God ?Ae Father, God the Son and God the Holy 
Ghost" This phraseology is not essential, because it is not con- 
tained in the Latin version of the article ^ which was first written ; 
and to say the least of it, it savors of Tritheism or three equal and 
distinct Gods. This part of the Confession, the Declaration re- 
jects, because it is not necessary to the scripture doctrine of the 
Trinity. They also disagree in the use of the word per$oni ; each 
article mentioning threes but the Declaration omits the word per- 
soTiSf and supplies it with the word distinction, I will now examine 
this dijference as respects the word persom. 

Before I enter upon this part of my subject, I must submit a sin- 
gle remark. A Creed, Confession or a Declaration of Faith, should 
be plain, intelligiliie and explicit. Your Honor agrees with me on 
this point. Immediately after you cite the articie of the declara- 
tion, (p. 44) you say: '*This the Defendants insist exhibits the doc- 
Irine of the Trinity in its fullest extent ;" and then you add — ** if 
such were the design, why did they not adopt the first article of the 
Augsburg Confession ; the language of which is at once so plains 
intdligibh and explidt^ and which requires no resort to thmlogicnl 
dictionaries or dass hooks ^ to be understood hj the most unlettered 
dtristian,'" And again, '*ln order to avoid the conviction that it is 
a departure from the faith ol the Lutheran founders, it should hava 
propounded the doctrine of the Trinity in plain and (rplicit Ian- 
guage^ which construction could not pervert or drcumvnii,^' and on 
page 57, you ** presume that the Fraockean Lutherans, when piil- 
ling forth a declaration of Faith for the information of their own 
people and the world, the unlettered as well as tht learned ^ intended 
to use language in 7w technical or professional sense^ but in iti 9rdii$f 
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dinary and every day meaning.^' According to your Honor, the 
Augsburg Confession, is plain and intelligible, easily understood 
by the unlettered as well as the learned^ and uses language in no 
technical or professional sense^ but in its ordinary and every day mean* 
ing; but the Declaration is the direct contrary. 

I am now to enquire what is meant by the word persom ? The 
Confession says, that '* there are three persons in this only divine 
Being." 1 shall call upon Noah Webster as authority, and it will 
not be disputed but that he knows the meaning of words. He 
says : " Person. L. persona, 1. An individual human being con- 
sisting of body and soul. 2. A man, woman or child, considered 
as opposed to things or distinct from them. 3. A human being, 
considered with respect to the living body or corporeal existence 
only. 4. A human being indefinitely^ one, a man. 6. Character. 
6. Character of office." 

According to Dr. Noah Webster's English Dictionary, the above 
is the " ordinary and every day meaning" of the word person, and 
so it is of every man of " common sense." It certainly is plain 
and can easily be understood by the unlettered christian ! No re- 
sort here to class books and theological dictionaries ! In the ordina^ 
ry sense of the word, the phrase will read thus : ** There are three 
individual human beings^ consisting of body and soul, in this only Di- 
vine being," and one of these human beings may be a man^ the 
other a woman^ and the third a child, '* considered as opposed to 
things and distinct from them." 

How do other writers agree with the above definition t We 
shall see. Dr. Waterland, than whom no writer in defence of the 
Trinity, has had a higher reputation, says : **By person, I certainly 
mean a real person, an Hypostasis, no mode, attribute or property. 
Each divine person is an individual, intelligent agent, but as sub- 
sisting in one undivided substance, they are altogether in that re- - 
spect, but one undivided intelligent agent. The church never pro- 
fessed three Hypostases, in any other sense, but as they mean three 
persons,^^ — (Vindication of Christianity, pp. 350, 351.) 

Dr. Wm. Sherlock, an eminent Trinitarian says: "To say that 
there are three divine persons, and not three distinct and infinite 
minds is both heresy and nonsense. The distinction of persons 
cannot be more truly and aptly represented than by the distinction 
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between three men; for Father, Son and Holy Ghost, ure m real- 
ly distinct perso7is as Peter » James and John* We must allow the 
divine persons to he real, snhstantial beings.'* — {Vhidkatmnof the 
Doctrine of Ike Trinily 1690, fp, 66, 105, 47.) 

These learned writers and eminent divines define a person to he 
a real person ^ a suhstantial hdng^ three distuirj itififiite minds ; the 
persons are really distinct, as Peter, James and John, A reai per' 
*a?i is an ** Individnal human heing,'* and three distinct persona 
as Peter, James and John, with ^* three infinite fniftdsy*^ would make 
the phrase to read : "There are three persoJis^ i, e,j three individual 
human beings, mth three infinite ?m7idjs, in this only divine Being.** 
But says Dr. Miller, of the Princeton Theological Seminary, hy 
person, ** we by no means understand jt, in a gross or carnal sense." 

But the Augsburg Confession may give us some light on this 
subject, for its language, in your opinion, is plain and easily un- 
derstood. Your Honor perhaps w^as not aware that it gave a de- 
finition of the word perso?i. It is the last paragraph of the first 
article, (Vide Schmucker's El. Popular Theol. p. 44.) I shall 
quote from a translation made by E. L. Hazeliua, D. D., then Prof, 
jn the Hanwick Theol. Seminary, and published in 1828. It reads 
thus: "And they use the term person^ in that signification in which 
ecclesiastical writers have used it in this case, so that it doth not 
signify a part or quality in another, hut what exists of itself.'* 

The question will naturally arise does the Confession use the 
word person in the ** ordimiry and every day meaning^** or in 
a '* technical or professional sense?'* Are we required to ** resort 
to theological dictionaries and class hooks" to understand it? No, 
for the Confession determines the meaning, and declares that it is 
and must be used in the same sense in which " ecclesiastical wri- 
ters" have employed it. But how have ecclesiastical writers un- 
derstood it? Why simply not to "signify a part or quality in an- 
other , but what exists of itself^^ 

A person » then, is not a ** part or quality in another'* person or 
thing, hot that which exists of itself I should think this was not 
ta very plain and intelligible. Does your Honor comprehend iN? 
Self-existence, is a perfection which only belongs to God; and that 
thing or whatever else it may be, which exists of itaelf must be the 
eternal God ; and if each one of the thr^e persans are stlf-txiitrnt 
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they are independent of each other, and then we most clearly hare 
three tdf-existent Gods ; that is, Tbitheism. That is the way I hare 
always understood it ? Am I correct ? 

The ^^rnost unlettered christian" may perhaps be able to com- 
prehend your Honor's definition. I find it on page 51, and reads 
thus : ** The word person is used to express that individuality and 
distinction of one from the other, which constitutes the sublime 
and confessedly incomprehensible mystery, which Trinitarians be- 
lieve." Permit me to ask your Honor, is this the " ordinary and 
«very day meaning" of the word person? I venture to say that we 
ahall need some class book or Lexicon, not yet published, fully to 
comprehend your Honor's definition. What is a person? Why, 
it is a "word used to express that individuality and distinction of 
one from the other." Individuality, says Dr. Webster, is "a dis- 
tinct state or existence ;" and therefore a person expresses, " that 
distinct state or existence and distinction of one from the other" per- 
4son or thing. And ** that individuality and distinction of one from 
the other" is that which really " constitutes the sublime and con- 
fessedly incomprehensible mystery." Trinitarians, your Honor 
says, believe this ;. that is, they believe what is incomprehensible. 
I must confess that your Honor is about as ludd as the Augsburg 
"Confession, 

But your Honor says, (p. 44,) that the language of the first arti- 
cle of the Augsburg Confession is so " plain, intelligible and ex- 
plicit, and requires no resort to theological dictionaries or class- 
booksi, to be understood by the most unlettered christian." The 
matter then stands thus : The most unlettered christian can under'* 
Mand without the aid of theological dictionaries or class books, that 
which " constitutes the sublime and confessedly incomprehensible 
mystery." The most unlettered Trinitarian christians can under- 
stand what they can not comprehend. 

However, your Honor adds; " I say, understood ^ so far as this 
holy and sublime mystery may be understood by men in the pres- 
ent life." Now I begin to get your Honor's idea. This holy, 
sublime and confessedly incomprehensible mystery can be ** under' 
stood^* so far as it can be " understood*^ by the most unlettered as 
well as learned christians in this life. What a mass of inconsis- 
tencies and contradictions ! The whole conclusion of the matter 
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li, by your Honor's own showings that it is not under sio&d hy Buy 
one — that it is unintelligible and ineafplicable. This doctrine of 
three perso7iS in one divine being; this AtKanasian Trinity, is call- 
ed a mysieryy not in the sense in whicb that word was originally 
used, to sig-nify a thing that was secret and required to bo explained 
and taught; hut something absolutely incapable of being explained; 
somethings although it is clearly revealed, must be believed, though 
it cannot be understood. 

I will now dismiss this part of the subject, with the remarks of 
Bishop Taylor. He observes that **he who goes about to speak of 
the mystery of the Trinity y and does it by words and names of 
man's invention, talking of essences and existences, hypostases 
ftad personalities, prioTities and co- equalities, and unity in plurali- 
ties may amuse himself and build a tabernacle in his head, and 
talks something he knows not what v but the good man who feels 
the power of the Father, and to whom the Son is become wisdom, 
aanctification and redemption and in whose heart the love of the 
spirit of God is shed abroad^^-this man, though he understands 
nothing of what is unintelligible, yet he alone understand a the thtis- 
tian doctrine of the Trinity." 

The way is not yet precisely clear for me to enter upon the de- 
fence of the Evangelic Lutheran ^* Declaration of Faith/* From 
some remarks which your Honor made, it appears that you think 
that the Nicene Creed settled by 318 bishops in 325, teaches that 
•* there are three persons in the only divine Being" or three persons 
constituting the Deity. Speaking of the Roman Catholic faith 
(p. 44} you say: '^It then proceeds with the Confession of Faith 
in the words of the Nicene Creed ; whkh^ I need scarcely say af- 
Jirms three distinct existences or perso7is in mte God^ who are equally 
adored and gloriEed.'* This statement of your Honor I cannot ad- 
mit. The best evidence that I can have of its incorrectness, is tho 
instrument itself. The Augsburg Confession, so far as the^rjif 
nrtide is concerned, is said to be based and founded Tipon the Ni- 
cene Creed; and in fact this Creed is the second symbolical book 
of the ** Evangelical Lutheran Church." The Confession says: 
Our churches unanimmtsly teach, agreeably to the council of Nicr* ; 
—this creed , thcreforci becomes important on this account. The 
following is a translation of it by Dr. Murdock, and reads thus: 
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**We believe in one God, the Father Almighty, the maker of 
fill things visible and invisible: and in one Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, begotten of the Father, only begotten, that is, of the 
substance of the Father ; God of God, Light of Light, very God 
of very God ; begotten not made ; of the samt mhstance with the 
Father; by whom all things were made that are in Heaven and 
that are in the Earth : who for us men, and for our salvation, de- 
scended, was incarnate, and became man ; suffered, and rose again 
the third day, ascended into the heavens ; and will come to judge 
the living and the dead : And in the Holy Ghost. But those who 
say, that there was a time when he was not, and that he was not, 
before he was begotten, and that he was made but of nothing, or 
affirm that he is of any other substance or essence, or that the Son 
of God is created, and mutable or changeable, the Catholic church 
doth pronounce accursed." — (See Mosheim^s Ecc Hist, by Murdoch, 
Vol. 1 ; p. 291, note 22.) 

It has generally been taken for granted that the Nicene Creed 
taughr the doctrine of three persons in one divine Being, but this is 
a manifest error. The words deemed of vital importance in thi» 
doctrine are entirely omitted in this creed. The words Trinity^ 
person or three persons and such like are not to be found in the 
whole creed. The creed speaks of a Trinity, the Father, the Son 
and the Holy Ghost ; but it does not distmctly assert that the Fa- 
ther, Son and Holy Ghost, are one God, or that in the Godhead 
there is a distinction of Father, Son and Holy Ghost. The divin- 
ity and equality of the Holy Ghost, with the Father and the Son,, 
is not asserted in any manner. The Nicene Fathers, " after vari- 
ous altercations and conflicts," do decree and assert in opposition 
to Arius, that Jesus Christ, the Son of God, was begotten of the 
Father, and **of the same essenxx (* omoausios') with the Father." 

Dr. Murdock, in the work before quoted, says: "The creed iised 
in the Catholic, Lutheran and English Churches, called the Nicene 
Creed, is in reality the creed set forth by the council of Constanti- 
nople in the year 381." This council added the following words 
to the Holy Ghost : ** The Lord and given of Life^ who proceeded 
from the Father y who with the Father and the Son together, is wot' 
shipped and glorified , who spake by the prophets^ 

Speaking of the Council of Constantinople, Dr. Mosheim (VoL 
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1 p, 306) says : *^ One hundred and fifty bishops, defined fully and 
perfectly the doctrine of three persons in one Ood, as it is atill 
professed by the great body of christians, which the Nicene Coun- 
cil had only in part performed/' I cannot admit the statement of 
Dr. Mosheim, that the ''doctrine of three persons in one Qod," 
was fully settled and defined, for there was no such thing done 
l^y the Council. But it fully decided upon the divinity of the Ho- 
ly Ghost. The Holy Ghost was declared to be God, which was not 
the case before. This council fully defined and settled the doc- 
trine of the Trinity but not of three persons in one God. 

The fact, however is, that the Athanasian Creed is the very first 
creed that teaches the whole ** doctrine oi three persons in one God." 
It contains expressly all the words and terms necessary for estab- 
lishing the doctrine. Let it speak for itself. It is as follows:- 
" The Catholic faith is this. That we worship one God in Trinity f 
and Trinity in Unity; neither confounding the persons ^ nor divi- 
ding the substance. For there is one person of the Father, anoth- 
er of the Son and another of the Holy Ghost. But the whole 
three persons are co-eternal and co-equal. So that in all things, as 
is aforesaid, the Unity in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity is to be 
worshipped. He therefore that will be saved, must thus think of 
the Trinity." 

The Athanasun, is the true creed of the *' doctrine of three 
persons in one God." When and by whom this creed was com- 
posed is a mystery. It is admitted not to have been written by 
Athanasius, who died in 373. It made its first appearance in the 
fifth century. It is ascribed by some to Vigilius Tapsensis. Dr» 
Waterland supposed that Hilary, bishop of Aries in the fifth cen- 
tury was the author. Others say it was written in Latin in the. 
sixth century. It is worthy the doctrme it advances. The whole 
creed, of which I gave only a part, contains a number of direct 
CQUtradictions ; but like the doctrine of Transubstantiation it is 
maintained and defended by the veil of incomprehensible mystery. 
And if in some few Protestant churches, this creed is no longer 
used, yet they have substituted other creeds of the same tenor and 
phraseology; and based wholly and entirely upon this fatherless, 
instrument of the fifth century. 

The Nicene and Constantinopolitan Fathers, even among their 
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coiitentions and altercations, had too much ''common sense'' than? 
to insert in their creeds the " doctrine of three persons in one God;"' 
or that " there are three persons constituting the Deity, ^* They 
were too Biblical yet in the fourth century. And the Reformers 
should never have consented to have it placed in the Augsburg- 
Confession, contrary to the express and explicit language of the- 
creeds of 325 and 381. Many of them did strenuously oppose it, 
among whom was Martin Luther. My authority for this state- 
ment, among others, is that of Dr. Schmucker, (Biblical TheoL 
translated from Profs. Storr and Flatt, Vol.1, p. 406.) where in & 
note he says: "Much was said about the time of the Reformation, 
concerning the tend'ency of these terms {persons, etc,,) to lead to 
Tritheism ; and among the advocates for their expulsion from The- 
ological disquisitions, might be mentioned a number of the first 
divines of the age, not excepting Hunnius and even Luther him- 
self. Yet to prevent the charge of Arianism or Socinianism, 
which he knew his enemies would eagerly seize the least pretext 
to prefer against them, Luther yielded to Melancthon's wishes, and' 
in the Augsburg Confession, the doctrine of the Trinity is couch- 
ed in the old scholastic terms." Yes ! Martin Luther yielded, as 
we do in m«ny things at the present day ; and in consequence of 
yielding to the wishes of a pious and learned man, who never was 
more than a half reformer, we have stereotyped for eternity schA 
hutidsm and sublime absurdities. I think it must be evident that 
the word persons is not essential* in the doctrine of the Trinity. — 
I will now give a version of the^r*^ article of the Augsburg Con- 
fession, omitting merely the word persons, which occurs but once ;; 
and then in every other respect it will correspond with the Latin 
copy.. It will read thus :• 

'*'In tihe first place, we unanimously teach and hold, agreeably 
to the-Dtecree of the Council of Nice^ that there is only one divine 

Being, who is called and truly is God ; but there are three in* 

t'hisonly Divine Being, equally powerful, equally eternal; the Fa- 
ther, the Son and the Holy Ghost ; all three one divine Being,, 
eternal, without parts, without end; of un measurable power, wis- 
dom and goodness; the creator and preserver of all things, visible 
and invisible.'* 

Will any person hazard his reputation as a theologian, and deny 
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Ihat the doctrine of the Trinity is taught in the above versioni In 
its essence and full extent. It teaches now in plain language* 
that there is one God; that in this one God there are three, the 
Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost, who are equal in power, eter- 
nit^t wisdom and goodness; and that all three are one divine be** 
ing, the Creator and preserver of all things, etc» 

The next topic will be my Defence of the ** Declaration of Faith/* 
of the Evangelic Lutherans of the Franckeau Synod. I promised 
to show that it teaches in its essence, iully, clearly and acripluial- 
ly the doctrine of the Trinity* For the purpose of illustration, I 
will divide the article into these four essential points, viz : (We 
believe.) 

1, "That there is only one true aad living God;*' 

2, ** That in this one God^ there is a distinction of three ^ reveal- 
ed in the scriptures, as the Father, the Son and the Holy 
Ghost ;' 

3* That these three are — ** inseparably connected with one anoth* 
er, possessing the same essence, and equal and alike infinito 
and immutable, in all natural and moral perfections;*' 

4. That these three are — "The Almighty maker of Heaven and 
Sarth, and of all things visible and invisib)e," 

The Augsburg Coafessionj contains the same four points, as can 
easily be seen by a comparison> They contain just what is neces- 
sary to express and define the Scripture doctrine of the Trinity, — 
And I challenge any man^ who professes to be a theologian, to 
prove said article to be UTntarimij or that it is not decidedly Trini- 
tarian. To be sure, it does not involve absurdities and mysteries, 
but it is plain and easily to be understood; and I mean understood 
by man in this world. If* / have not already ^hown, then I will 
show most conclusively, that the word person is not necessary to 
express the doctrine of the Trinity; nay, that it is wholly and en- 
tirely unscriptural, and completely destroys the doctrine by impu- 
ling humamiy to the nature of Jehovah. I have shown, that h was 
not used in any of the Creeds of the first four centuries ; that Ath- 
aoasius was slandered by having the creed called by his name, at* 
tribuied to him, as it never made its appearance until after his 
4eath ; and that this creed first contained the ill-fated word person^ 
ivhich has been handed down> from the aberrations of one man. 
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like tmginal mi, even to the nineteenth century. I have shown 
ihat the word fer^on was strenuously opposed in the time of the 
Reformation by the most eminent divines of that age, and even by 
that Bible-man Martin Luther ; and that he only yielded for the 
use of it, to the urgent entreaties of the timid Melancthon, who 
was constantly harrassing Luther, with the fears of ultraism, Ari- 
anism, Urdtarianism and such like epithets which might be charged 
upon him by his opponents. It is evident from the uniform omission 
tind the opposition to the word, that it was not considered essea* 
tial in defining this doctrine; or that the doctrine cannot be defi- 
ned clearly and scripturally without it. Therefore your Honor's 
remark on p. 53, in regard to the Article of the Franckedn Synod> 
"** That if the word * persons^ had been inserted, they would, in so 
touch at least, have harmonized with the Augsburg Confession,'* 
amounts to just nothing. 

There is no dispute but that the article of the " Declaration of 
Faith," teaches the doctrine that there is ** only one God ;" nay, 
your Honor charges this upon the Declaration, that it is palpably 
TJnitariaTu So far as Unitarianism is concerned, the Augsburg 
Confession also teaches that there is " one only God." Who is it 
that believes in three Gods ? But the question is, does the Decla* 
tation teach w.ith the Confession — " that the three in the Divine 
Being, (the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost,) are equally p&ta^ 
erful, equally eternal ; and that all three are one divine Being, of un* 
measurable power, wisdom and goodness." All this the Declara* 
tion clearly and explicitly teaches, as I shall now show. 

In your Honor's close scrutiny and examination of the suj^sed 
•dtfects of the Declaration of Faith, you state on pp. 55, 56, as fol* 
lows: ** There is another defect, which it is alleged, distinguish^ 
the FVanckean (S)Tiod ?) declaration in respect of Jesus Christ and 
the Holy Ghost. The Augsburg Confession declares that the three 
persons in the divine Being called God, are equally 'pomerfid, equal- 
ly eternal ; llnd that all.three are one divine Being of unmeasurabl^ 
power, wisdom'- and goodness. Let us assume for this part of the 
argument, that th« Franckean (Synod ?) declaration does assert the 
existence of three p^rmns in the one true God. Does it assert that 
the Son and the Holy^host are equally powerful, and equally eter* 
nal with the Father? h will not suflSlce to answer this by sayinf 
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thill aa they are one with the Father, they must liecessaiily be 
equally powerful, Luther, Melancthon and the German prolest- 
ants ill 1530, deemed it essential to declare this equality in express 
terms. The principal christian denominations, adopting the Trin- 
ity, have all deemed it necessary. Accordingly the Defendants 
insist that the article in question, does avow and express this doc- 
trine. They fine! it in the words, * equal and alike infinite and 
immutable in all natural and moral perfections.' The first words 
* equal and alike infinite/ {and immutable, also ?) are limited to 
those which succeed, and qualified by them. The whole point 
therefore turns upon the meaning of * natural and moral perfec- 
tions.* '* Again — *4t cannot he denied, that if the Franckean 
(Synod ?) declaration is to be construed by this book, (Thmlogiml 
Clauhook hy W. Cogstadl) it does declare the equality in power of the 
Son mid Spirit with the Father, and that thep are equally eterfiaL''* 

This last paragraph contains an important concession. It reduces 
our discussion to very narrow limits* The point in question might 
be determined in a very few words, and I feel so very confident in 
regard to it, I scarcely know where to commence. But as 1 am 
not writing precisely for my own amusement, 1 have concluded to 
be more extensive on this topic, than what is actually necessary, 
with the hope, though an humble and unworthy instruraentj 1 may 
benefit in some measure your Honor as well as those Theological 
Professors aiid Doctors of Diiinity^ with whom your Honor consult* 
ed, and of whom you sought for information. 

Your concession amounts to this, — thai if the distinction of thru 
in one God, reteahd in the Scriptures^ as the Father, the Son and 
the Holy Ghost, inseparably connected with one another* posses* 
fting the same essetict and equal aiid alike ir^mte and immutable in 
«11 natnral and moral perfections; is to be construed according lo 
W* Cogswell's Theological Class Book, that then and in that casCi 
the doctrine of the Trinity is fully and completely made out. ThU 
n all chat I ask. 

There is one God ; and there arc three «>» this one God, ol couTBe 
of the same essence and nature ; which three are distinct but not 
separate; made k«iown in the Scriptures^ not in Creeds, Confes* 
•ions and councils, or by Sabellius, Arius, Athanasius, or the Cyp- 
rians, Augystines^ &c. ; but revealed in the Scriptures, as the Fa- 
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^W, the Son and the Holy Ghost ; not as names, relatioruy charactert 
or revelations of the one God, but being in the Godhead ; which 
three possess the same essence, divine nature ; for what kind of an 
essence or nature has a name, relation, character or revelation ? And 
these three '* are equal and alike infinite and immutable in all nat- 
ural and moral perfections." And here I would just remind your 
Honor, of a point which you entirely omitted and never hinted at> 
or else deemed unworthy of your notice, but which is very essen- 
tial and agrees precisely with the last clause of the Augsburg 
Confession ; which is, that these three are ** The Almighty Maker 
&f heaven and earth, and of all things visible and invisible.^* Surely, 
this clause was visible to mortal eyes. 

Do not smile while I summon Mr. Cogswell's " Theological Class 
Book" upon the stand. Though diminutive and less splendid, when 
compared with some Prayer Books, which are more common, yet, 
like Apollos, it is a work "mighty in the Scriptures." It becomes 
incumbent upon me to establish the doctrine of God, as taught in 
this book, by undoubted and unquestionable authority. But I blush 
to enter upon the consideration of the distinction of God's attri- 
butes into natural and moral; which is so familiar witl^ our Stu- 
dents of divinity, and has been known among Lutherans at leasts 
I had almost said, time immemoriable. 

The work in question is entitled — *^ The Theological Class Book; 
containing a system of Divinity, etc. by William Cogswell, author 
of The assistant to Family Worship." Published at Boston and 
a!so at New York, by Jonathan Leavitt, 1833. The work is very 
highly recommended by the Christian Magazine — Spirit of the Pil* . 
grims — Boston Recorder and N. H. Observer. 

On the doctrine of God (pp. 16. 17) the Theological Class Book, 
teaches that " God is a pure Spirit, that is, an immaterial being, pes* 
sesses self-existence, eternity, immutability, omnipresence, om- 
niscience, omnipotence, independence, goodness, wisdom, holiness, 
justice, mercy and truth. By the natural perfections of God arc 
meant those which do not involve moral character; and by his mor- 
td perfectiom are meant those which give character to him as a wzor*- 
al being. The natural perfections of God, are eternity, immuta- 
bility, omnipresence, omnipotence, etc. The moral perfections are 
goodness, wisdom, holiness, justice," etc. 
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As your Honor, has volunteered to stand as our '*Gud— father/* 
and at the same time to christen us with a new name; so he 1ms at- 
tempted to bring us into desrepute, hy comparing us with the 
*' Disdples of Christy better known as Camphellites ;^* and insinua-' 
ting^ that we ** patterned" after a new Sect, called *' The ChurcA of 
Godf'^ and your Honor might have added, commonly known as 
Winebr€nnana7is ; as if we had not " common sense*' sufficient to 
judge and decide for ourselves, as the meaning of the plain and 
intelligible word of God ; but that instead of being Evangelic Lu- 
therans^ we too were some new sect **ever3^ where spoken against," 
and professing to have more wisdom than the Fathers of the church 
in the hrst centuries, and in the times of the Keformatiou. I thank 
you in the name of my brethren in the ministry and our Evangel- 
ic Churches for the complimenti 

But as I happen to know something in regard to the origmal 
draft of the Declaration of Faith of the Franckean Synod, permit 
me to say, that it ia wholly unfounded* And since this intimation 
has been made for some purpose, I deem it proper here to Mate, af- 
ter whom we did patterimnd that we arc not yet ashamed of our 
prototype, for we are proud to number among them a Joiix Angsll 
James and the lule lamented James Matthews, and many of the 
most learned and pious divines of England' 

The article of the Declaration was intended to be essentially the 
same as the second and tkird articles of the Declaration of Faith of 
the *' Congregational Union of England and Wales.** They are 
in these words : ^* IL They believe in one God, essentially wise, 
holy, just, and good ; eternal, hifudtt aitd im?fiutahk, in all Ttaiural 
and jtwral perfectians ; the creator, etc* of all beings and of all 
things. IIL They believe thai God i^ rcmaled in (fw Scriptures as 
the Father, the Son and the Hohj Gkonf, and that to each are attribu- 
ted the same divine properties and perfections." 

Here then, your Honor has our pattern, ** The Congregational 
fhurches in England and Wales, frequently called Independent." 
These two articles were intended to he embraced in one article and 
to be expressed in as brief a manner as possible, and still retain nU 
the spirit and substance* Such loo, was the article of 1837, design- 
9A to be, when the Synod was organized ; and it is not certain but 
that the original manuscript was more full nnd explicit, hut uufoi- 
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tunately it was lost in the office of the publishers. The deficieiicy 
was immediately discovered, and rectified at the very first opporttt« 
nity, that is, at the n£zt annual session, at which time only the 
Constitution could be amended^ 

The Declaration of Faith of the " Congregational Union of Eng-* 
land and Wales," was sent as a communication by the Rev. F. W* 
Geissenhainer, a Lutheran minister of the city of New York, to 
the ** Lutheran Observer," and was published in that paper, (Vol* 
1 : New Series^ No, 16, 1833) nearly 4 years before our organiza-' 
tion. Mr. Geissenhainer in his remarks to the Editor, says: 
•' With the plan of the Congregational Union of England and 
Wales, I was much pleased and should like to see it circulateciy 
since it may serve as a kind of pattern ; therefore shall transcribe 
it for your use. Some objectionable expressions to us, may be 
contained in the articles of faith and discipline of the * Congrega- 
tional Union,' still it is gratifying to find that the largest, and most 
respectable church in England corresponds so nearly with us in 
views and principles ; it has evidently built upon the great founda- 
tion of the Reformation by Luther, • nothing but the Scriptures.' " 

Who will take upon themselves to deny that the Congregational 
Union are Scripture Trinitarians. Here too, you see, natural and 
moral perfectiom ascribed to God, and in the precise language of our 
Evangelic Declaration. Here is no person or three persons^ but sim-e 
ply the Father^ Son and Holy Ghott^ as revealed in the Scriptures* 
The Declaration of Faith of the Franckean Sjmod is even strong* 
er and more explicit than that of the Congregational Union, in"* 
asmuch as it declares, that the thrte are one God, the Almighty 
Maker, etc. 

In your researches after information in regard to the division of 
the attributes of God, into natural and morale if you could obtain 
no light from the Professors of your Theological Seminaries or Doc" 
tors of Divinity^ you should have examined a book of good author- 
ity, and which you quoted on p. 24, viz : the Encydoposdia of Re» 
ligious Knowledge. Under the article ** Aitributes of God,*^ it says : 
•* The more common received distinction of the attributes of God 
is into communicable and incommunicable. A later distinction 
still, for the sake gf clearness, is into natural and TTioraZ attributes of 





Ood. See those different anicles; and Bates, ChariJoek^ but ed*. 
pecially D wights Theolopjy Vol," 

As ihis distfnclion is so universally kiiown^ [ do not mean to be 
tedious, btn as brief as possible in my quotations. Dr* Dwight 
says : ** Having considered the existence and fmtural attributes of 
God ; 1 shall now proceed to the subject of hia vwral attributes.^* 
{Tltealogy Vol, 1. p. 1(>6.) His rlassificalion is the same as Mr, 
Cogswell. 

Mr. Thomas Dick, an eminent and learned English writer, speak* 
ing of the diflerent chrisitan denominations in Great Britain, says: 
**Most of the denominations recognize the leading truths of didne 
revelation, llic itainral and moral altribtUes of the Deity^ the fall of 
man, the necessity of a Saviour,'* etc. {General Difftision of kmwi- 
wigB^p* 144,) Every man should read Mr. Dick's works* 

The next work from which I shall quote, is entitled : '' Tht liar- 
ma?^ of DM/w Truth, By Seth Willtston, author of a Vindication 

Lof the Doctrine of the Reformation, Revival Sermons, Discourses on 
the Sabbath, etc* Utica 1836." Mr. Williston is a diatingutshed 
Presbyterian divine, and a sound, clear and intelligent writer, I 
shall quote somewhat extensively from his work. He says in Part 
1 : Article 1. "' There ia one only living and true God, possessed 
of infinite tmtural and moral perfcctimts : and the Jehovah of the 
Scriptures is that Goi" ** There are different names applied to 
the God of the Scriptures ; but Jehovah is the name which is most 
_ peculiar to him. The idol of the heathens are called gods ; but 
concerning the object of Israera worship it is said, that his name 
alone is Jehovah. He is every w^here represented to be absolutely 
perfect both as to his natural and moral attrilnita, that is, infinitely 
j^reat and good* The distinction between natural and moral attributes 
is not arbitrary ; it is as well founded as that, which we have all 
been in the habit of making, between the uiiderstanding and the 
kemri. Were we to say of a certain man, that he has a capacious 
mind a great intellect, we should be considered as deciding nothing 
concerning the state of his heart, whether it be benevolent or selfish. 
The natural attributes of God relate to his greatness without distinct- 
ly bringing into view the holiness of his character. They are all 
infinite, or nnlimitod. Of (his class of attributes are c/cntrfy, om* 
nipresmccj ommmtJicCt rnnmpofence^ etc. The moral attributes ex* 
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,*ibit to us the chara<iler of God i they show us his heart. The in- 
finitude of the natural attributes, constitute a capacity for infinite 
moral perfections." The moral attributes are holiness, love, justice, 
mercy, truth, etc. (pp. 17. 19. 20. 22.) 

With one Lutheran authority and I close. The work is entitled : 
** Lectures an Christian Theology, by George Christian Knapp." — 
Br. Knapp was a divine of the Hallean School, born in Francke's 
Orphan House at Glaucha, and educated in the University of Halle. 
Aft>er having been fifty years connected with the Theological fac- 
ulty of the University, he died in 1825. His work is the text book 
in Hartwick Theobgkal Seminary ; and is decidedly in all respects 
the most biblical of any I have ever seen. 

Prof. Knapp speaking of the* division of the divine attributes in- 
to natural and moral, says : " We are conscious of two principal 
powers, understanding and vnll ; and accordingly we ascribe them 
to the supreme being. New the attribute which we conceive to be 
connected with the divine will, are called by theologians moral : the- 
others, standing in no connection with the will, but belonging to 
the understanding, and to the power of God as a spirifc, natural or 
physical. The natural attribute! of God are beyond the reach of 
our attainment; but we may be conformed to his moral character. 
Through this m>or4d perfection it is, that we are as it were related to 
him, Acts 17 : 28. He is a free being, possessed of the purest mor- 
al will. Moras adopts this division of the divine attributes, as the 
most useful. To this opinion we assent, and shall accordingly treaG 
of eternity, omnipotence, omniscience, etc. In connection with the 
divine will are the following moral attributes, viz. truth, goodness, 
holiness, justice." etc. (Vol. 1. pp. 182, 183.)* 

Morus, to whom/ Prof. Knapp refers, was a Lutheran* divine and^ 
Professor of theology, but at what period- he lived, I am not able^ 
to ascertain ; probably in the first part of the 18th century. 

I have now finished my Defence of the "Declaration of Faith, '*^ 
on the doctrine of the Trinity. Although there are several points 
of this portion of your Honor's Opinion, to which 1 ought to apply 
my strictures, but I forbear. Your criticbm of the words natural^ 
and moral perfections^ is really too fiimsy, and would not compensate 
for the time to be devoted to its examination ; having already been 
sufliciently and clearly explained and defined. Your Honor was, 



43 



'•ompletdy in a fog of myslicism. Your three names, rciatmns, 
characters or revdatioTts are equally futile and unfounded. I shall 
pass them over. 

With (iue reverence, permit me to ask your Honor, will you siti* 
cerely and cordially say, thai now you ** can not understand hy the ar- 
ticle in question 4 that the Defendants believe the Son and Holy 
Ghost to be equally powerful with God the Father.'* Do you not 
believe that the Article teaches, that the Son and Holy Ghost, to- 
gether with the Father, arc one God ; and to enck and in common 
with one another, is ascribed the pefeclions of the Supreme Being? 
Havft I not^ fully sustained your ca?iCe^ion on page 56, by the most 
irrefragibic and unquestionable authority ? The distinction of God ; 
attributes into natural and moral, has long been known, and our 
people well understood it ; and wc supposed that the Imrrutd of the 
world did likewise ; but in this supposition we have for once been 
sadly mistaken. 

The other two points of doctrine, viz. ihc^ dhinity of Jesus Christ 
and original or inherited siii^ together with the subject of Church 
government, I nanst reserve for another letter; I have already exceed- 
ed the limits I had assigned to myself when I commenced writing. 
My time and other official duties will not allow me to enter upon, 
the examination at present, of the remaining important points with 
that care and deliberaUon I desire. But with your permission, I 
shall address you once more and then make a full Defence of tho 
Declaration of Faith, of the Evangelic Lutheran Churches of the 
Franckean Synod. 

The controversy %vhich has harrassed the Evangelic Lutheran 
Churches in question is an extremely unpleasant one. It should 
never have received any countenance from a Court of Equity. Bish- 
op Wieting was the choice of a vast majority of both these Church- 
es. He is their rightful and Heaven-given pastor. The Lord Je- 
hovah sent him to Sharon, And ever since he has been the pastor 
of these Evangelic Lutheran Churches, they have had preached to 
them faithfully, pointedly and tenderly the doctrine of the Trinity 
— the entire depravity of man — tho divinity of Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God — justification by faith alone in the atoning blood of 
Clirisl — the necessity of regencratiou and sanclification ; nay, the 
whole counsel of God, in the bioad range of doctrinal, experimen- 
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Idl and practical religion. The Lord God of heaven showered down 
his blessings and hundreds have been converted from dead formal- 
ity and the error of their ways — family alters have been reared aod 
many of the dear children have been brought to rejoice in the Ark 
of safety. Love, such as is shed abroad by the Holy Ghost — peace, 
such as the world cannot give — and Union, aye, a heavenly union 
existed and abounded among the people ; and there were the cords 
of firm and mutual attachment strong ; and still unbroken between 
pastor and people. Truly, it may by said, that Sharon blossomed 
as the rose ! 

Your Honor has had the case before you, and you have declared 
it as your deliberate " Opinion,'' that there is a perversion of the 
property and funds by the majority of these Churches. You have 
decreed to saddle upon the Trustees and other persons, a large a* 
mount of Costs and other expenses-«-upon trustees, who are inno- 
cent persons, acting as Agents of the people in carrying out in good 
faith the decisions of the Churches, and employing the property, 
revenues and funds for the preaching of the Gospel and for no oth- 
er purpose. And after they have done all this in the fear of God, 
they are charged with the perversion of the property, funds and tem- 
poralities and made individually liable for costs and revenues. — 
They have used the property and temporalities for God, for Christi- 
anity and for these Churches. Is this a perversion of the property 
and funds of these corporations ? But a brighter star may yet arise S, 
Truth and justice may yet prevail. May God in'mercy be pleased 
to over-rule all for his glory and the cause of the righteous. And 
may your Honor enjoy that peace which passeth all understanding 
and the grace that overcometh the world. 

Yours in the bonds of the Gospel of Christ. 

JOHN D. LAWYER. 

LeesviUe, N. Y.'March 4th, 1846. 



ERRATA. 

On page 6th the 11th line from the bottom after the word church' 
es, insert ** any more." On page 23rd, the 8th line from the bot- 
tom, read Luther instead of Lutheran. 



